the States to whom we are pledged; minorities who have trusted
us to see that they get a fair deal.. .but until the two main
Indian parties at least can come to terms, I do not see any imme-
diate hope of progress." Without reasoning it out, I venture to
give my paraphrase of your pronouncement. "We, the British
shall stand by the Indian soldier whom we have brought into
being and trained for consolidating our rule and position in
India, and who, by experience, we have found can effectively
help us in our wars against other nations. We shall also stand by
the Rulers of the Indian States, many of whom are our creation
and all of whom owe their present position to us, even when
these Rulers curb or actually crush the spirit of the people whom
they rule. Similarly shall we stand by the minorities whom too
we have encouraged and used against the vast majority when
the latter have at all attempted to resist our rule. It makes no
difference that they (the majority) seek to replace it by a rule
of the will of the people of India taken as a whole. And in no
case will we transfer power unless Hindus and Muslims come
to us with an agreement among themselves/' The position taken
up in the paragraph quoted and interpreted by me is no new^
thing. I regard the situation thus envisaged as hopeless, and I
claim in this to represent the thought of the man in the street.
Out of the contemplation of this hopelessness was born the
anguished cry of 'Quit India'. What I see happening in this
country day after day provides a complete vindication of the
'Quit India' formula as defined by me in my considered writings.
6.   I note as I read your speech that you do not regard the
sponsors of the formula of 'Quit India* as outcasts to be shunned
by societ3r. You believe them to be high-minded persons. Then,
treat them as such and trust their interpretation of their own
formula and you cannot go wrong.
7.   After developing the Cripps offer you have said at page
sixteen in the middle of the paragraph, "...the demand for
release of these leaders who are in detention is an utterly barren
one until there is some sign on their part of willingness to co-
operate. It needs no consultation with any one or anything but
his own conscience for any one of those under detention to
decide whether he will withdraw from the 'Quit India' resolution
and the policy which had tragic consequences, and will co-1
operate in the great tasks ahead." Then again, reverting to the
.same subject you say on pages nineteen and twenty, "There is
an important element which stands aloof; I recognize how much
'           and high-mindedness it contains; but I deplore its present,
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